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WPRR ■5T^^i irrfWU’T 

18 pH 2002 

■R. ^WPft/l20/2001 WJTO TORT 3lf«riWT, 1963 ( 1963 PH 38 ) Pft TO 48 'Em TO PIT 3TOtn 

Hg l 'TTO ilfl^gU I TOTO fclf<=Wg 3 RtlpHl PT PPTT PTO % faq ^p i iq TO 

TOlP pit % PM TTTTtTO «8iHI it I 


HIHWI 3T. ^WPft/120/2001 -TUUJlNteV 


■g^TTPT WI TORT (tutstHW) 


3TT^T 




(pH 2002 % 1 i3 ftp ptHt ) 

TO? hih^ii RrlPwa TORtfPTO % % IPn/ PPRt %f%*4v j i %?( PimP htm -Pi<3 "miki Mt-TTi*! 7tTT^f^Rlll I 

2.1 TJPaM 1 ^ % TOP ywnq $ rpHfMf^d TOlf TO?t"£ : — 

(1) pP-sflPT^I offt Hf % HM if fafas 31 Hi Pi PI WRP1 % frP7 PPTT TTTfPPT H$1 't', 'tpTRti toH if 

%faP5 3T~*4lP i■hi TOT h^mii hp) froPT ■jiicii TOI 

(ii) sthIIhpi % wp'Hm pit ppm hi- srii Q+fif 5 <h^> fTO( tr fPplRfl phhi pm VP 1 *^ l" 4 . 55^-11 RilMd-s 

(^snftr^T) TpraM^t %TOTOP if fafTOTP PPlPiPI 3TTTOP TOpf pit TO|4 top1 'PRTFT 11 

(iii) ^FftWT%TOPK% y$ «TH %T fair 3 TTO PSMTOf^' PTOfaaHlPTOTOtH^rHc TOtTOi^TOTR ( 3 T«lftl, 

125 WJ) if? 3TjpTO, TOi+fl 414 'Enj 150 WO mRi TO TOt PPTOpI ET TOT 'Pi“I p TP 7pf PT RlPl TOTT fTOTOT TO*f 

2002 itHtTOTOrff TOPHI PHTO TOT TTPnTOP^C4%f^.TO^fRTOT?nTrTOPPWTRTO: ^TOT %TOTOnjTO I 


937 GI/2002 


(1) 
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2.2 TiRaM^RRRRmRRtRT^RTgtfRiRif^ g-5^1 afrrfr. rRriR-t f ffr>RrRRT 

en I 


3.1 RRft RTRT ft«lPipif RREKFR TO t : — 

4. i&tifto IffliZs (J)*auinm) 

(i) ^ 3TR RF!RTHl"FTTT 85 FRT;Rftrft.Z Rl'cJ^crR 3THTT q^W PRO affTFRET 3TjfW % tRTER'RTttrft 

4 *tt FEt ist TTI 7 ! fctiMi vtii y, I 

(ii) RRtFT^EFRR^RiERTR^^R^iRRRit#; aftr, ft#R 3TRtfRET %see 3031^%■RF‘t'4 efE ftrcRtff ri^fIet, 
WiP+i <j<Ur tTopr fEEftrn Erg it i 

3.2 'llEI Rll 1 !) ^t °hl^ fi"-4 u fl 1(>7 M'Ttt't' I 


4. w ETRTt E?t TNjEE TfEE^ 29 viHE#, 2002 RTf EtET EESltEtRt ^ ^ sft I R^RI " 


«t :— 


*HEfa wr ^mr (RRRrHt^t) 


(i) fr Eg RiEf triet i? 1 ttrti;*' f^ T T Tj r :: T’ ^fr ernTcr^ 1 fn=r^rrfrfifirr^ ft f^rtr’ : T Jt iT'^iT2^Tf := 5Fr'^TF^'SFnTn' 
EiFitt 1 

(ii) fwfVlF REtfERT RTT TOH ERTFt % fRREEFf *RTE RT foRT RTETT I 3ET: 1^' FpFTT RE ERE »tt R£FT t, frlTtf ETTEF 
EEEtERIFT^ilf I 

(iii) ETTEF ftTETEI EFf t^I EE, It I EF ERiEl'Elt #RT '^lilFE RTFT RTTEf tl IPR^T[?T 4 W% 125 
RF^TOTTf^Rltt I 

(iv) w wit % hfmh Rr figg -shut gra fRitE f%g un% % rtcr Rp' pp eihiP»ir fatm rrrt fIet 1 f 4* ij«g % 
■3TftrfeRT EwiE 4)1^ (Cl'i) I fTft yR$EE 4 ETTEWt %" TRET FT EFFTfEF R>t El* 1? I 

(v) FE FE WTt Eit 3TTE>fflF REET ETFlt f 3TF: FE FERitFTRE ETigEEET Wit $ I Ett ^ EF F%gg EEnftF FT3 
^RH%RftjFR*t' 3TEt Ft ^ EE FtRTTFtt Ft Riet, 2002 EpET%ETEFEE#EE% ERE Fe 4'^jR]; EE?t Eft 
ETETEETFT EFf R^ift I 

"4, iprFft TRRsffar (Rte«ntfg<?r) 

(i) UIUHhM 3 WpET ERR 85 FEg rRt Et.F. |t I EEf 3TE RTpif 3' Ef EEtfEET % frig RR^F ^ f I %RFT 
RR3lt c [l'i) ^ Ft Ffrtt 3TFR1S FT RiT .y TFIR tRTRT % I 


(ii) 


O.d'tlFl 'atklTlf^S 3TRttRRT%RtRR^ H5TRtt^IRTOlt I Li,cRMt-jft %%T; 125 3% ISOFR^rRi 

Rt.R. R fRiRl RRi, I 


(iij) RHM RRitRR % RRR RTt^ Rt R^fftlF "^RK %RTRW111 


5. 


FR RTR^t R?t wtRIFt % ^RR RRTR RR R^ RRR 



ftRftlRWFtFt^ :~ 


(i) RR 3 tt 1 MRttFi l f %RTR^’f^llRRF3Rtrf^%f^fi#RRTR^R1RRERFtt I I^Rstnft^ R?t %RTR^'1%Rff^RRRi 

RTt UrPlRTTR '4k^<JRiF1 %2 "RrC^ 125 I'H'IRt.R. %l HKp-RRi MWlI 5 ! (cifotRS ^RlPlRI RI Rt 'H^l gl °KJf1 

RR^"R)T RT I RFJ ttit3tTM % '=RRTt Rti^t frlRf*lF RHiPi41 RT150 TRI 7 Rf?r Rt.?. RTT a^RIRt RI4^tR> RRR aiRRT^ RTT 
Wr itlRT 11 RRafrqtRt ^HT RRTT^T RRTTI R^ ftRifi^tf, ■fefRRF 3TRttRRT RT RRTlfRF RTR^RT FT R^nttRlt Rtt FI 3TfRRT 
RI f^TRfftF RR% % ftlT f^RR fRTR RR RiKRii "4 ^ RRT RjRRT 'RfRTTWt % fglR RflRFR "4 TT7RR RRRT RT FtRI i^ I 

(ii) RR3?TRtRt% yTFlt^il FTRit RfaF yHlfoig RR% % %R RTti RTTRR fg < Vt)tRU| R^t tgRT It I %RRf %-ffrR 

rr ym ft aitr 3 fr rrrT ^ RRfrm gif Rtt Rtir ttst ^ 1 
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(iii) 'ft a<r<?l< 3 'fNi^'fsF feta's aiMlPiqi 'hIHsIh ®Ii( 1 i afa 4 ni qRt^ff ShchIi h*hIr\ ^CW ayiqqR^T’f'Pt I 

£) %'5^T ^pil ^F y^filH "*f 'Jvloi JRi f^R33[ J )i'i afaTfR tii^it q5t UpTSTt’ft^f ^f <FIT^ % Rqi^ tli*llfil c ti fqWT'T 

% f^, fW ^ ^ 3TWff "«FI vft ^#3 fW % I 

(iv) ^tean^^TrepfHtafaftrf^gpTtf^^^Tjmrq^qranqfaqftt far 

(v) q$ nrfliw 0 !^ 3T-q KTRCTt ■RTO^iT’^51 | f*F f^WT%f<F£iff W-ll-W: TTW WTO-if ^ WJlift;W$ 

3WI-3TW fa.sifl wi^TO^ft sn^rorwfTfpft (a?K, i 

WrfW TO 3 ^nt 3IW '®B^ qft WH ^ ^5TO: 3I^J^ % ftpi; 3TOfW $ I TOtWaff q?T W 

°fit 4I<1 ai'TOI wftqqqiT i$TT?T in^ ihk^RI T?V^ 

qr&'snq'r w?tTr'f^ E tt^n'^Fi%i 

(vi) 1 5 f?nnftHe*){' J l Sii<l yiiM tV^Ri % ^Ifl < -iiR<!?I 3^ Mn 1 ^ %‘5li{j(r i: til qiT ttH 

t i wf,^3it^i^f?ifaq.s arqlftqi i <wr«i 

■if 3Rw«ki'®wr^'t ifipftq, ^3M^%fi^PTO3TOrf¥n'RT 

-qr^jw 1%nfftrr % fan i^mHi q?t ^ q?t anqRwqrti awrroffH' snufaq faifn q>T 

■pTOlTOF "SfvlTTT '^TTTI 3HI ^f, Tjqaftqt^t ^ 'FTO "F^faSTC f^qi % f^i 'SIWfqq TR ftqffat "TO^ ^ W^ TOT% ST 7 ^ 

l R.1311'll ^>1 ^ q»t ®)I4 "Jf <(31 $ | 

(vii) aTOtftqr qft W^F ^ wfr'M -!Ft 3^q WTf T^CT^Nt qft "CT qft 3T^«ffT WTO: W 11’’IF 

wfo iH l q ■$ wff qft 3T^fWif 3P#TqT % R-Uj. faftl'g 3tfafe' : nf[ ^; 3fc, WftrTRTft ^ 

f^sns isrif^ %? srtfk ■ep'ftjRt 'feit^W.i Tj^T^HV^t f*r*t 'w % wr Vttz tftrfr % % 

%f*i«BMf m y?^ ww^t t^(^mn 11 ®rttW’ f^fwnr 

aq-qYf^rqT -afk %^®fHr 3r=nr 34% ^72% 11 

(viii) ar^q-wit 

w?j^^^aTf^(3TqqT,'3^qwMt) l^reiffer ' ! ?vc% ^t '®Rt^ ^ff % i f^rf^rs: arpftf^rqr 33V1 : ^rV 

WW75%% :; ^W3F : rRq?I WTrqft 

■qt w -*& ^1 wwt i 1 

qft qrfw 335 ^ 76° ^ ^ w 33 ^^ qi^ ^ 99 

i?raif%%f^^aTFtfqqTW awfqqTiff wit, q«nft ■‘i’^^-fi q,q 
an#rqi ^ ^[ftsF^ qf# q^r ^Rl 'p; 99 wi Tffti q’t.w qft ^ awn ■sfqq iflfk ifmi % 1 

1^w;1q4q%qMq7wq7,2001 ^ iso'F c ^'5rf?i'*ft.^ ; !qit3rRTTf^iqT3mi^'^t i''^F3m 

yql«wi ^to qr% q>rifWRlitqT; aftr, T^afpMq?t arq% wt^^ 
^rm^Vf^r^T!Tn?niftnT ^ 3nf^r^wt ^Rtt^rr ^ 2001 

aryrtfi^T qqqr % 1 

(x) 2002 ^'fwT'Wit 

srn^ ffh ■*r#W3 ; Tf®rarc f^ arw wra 
farcqr^^m, T3373it^%f^^'3l^^%qF'Wtq ^wi-wqr 

q^=r wif % f^ra; wr ^ qtwr ^ qjt 1 

6. qffonwreq ,~gq^«w tt^ gfrtwroftmrc-faqyf%anw ti q?TnftPFnqifaf^mamtfmrqrwqr, 2001 

99 wj; qRt qt ^ qft w^f *ft ar^ifw qnTn % 1 -^3^^ ■'Fl w ^ Tregqn %f^TS smti^iqT qft ^ 

Tirfw -*t& w % 1 


T37T. WTO, aT'EW 
[t^TTO IMV/143/aTOTqK°r/2001 ] 
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TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, ihe 18th March. 2002 

No. TAMP/120/2001-MOPT.—In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 48 of the Major Port Trusts Act 
1943 (18 of 1 9 j3 ). the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby amends the Scale of Rates of the Mormugao Port Trust to 
prescribe wharfage charge on liquid ammonia as in the Order appended hereto. 

SCHEDULE 

The Mormugao Port Trust (MOPT) - Applicant 


O RP ..E B 

(Passed on this 11th day of March 2002) 

This case relates to a proposal received from the Mormugao Port Trust 
(MOPT) for fixation of wharfage charges for handling Liquid Ammonia. 


2.1. In its proposal, the MOPT has made the following points: 

(i) . The Scale of Rates of the MOPT does not contain wharfage charges for 

handling Liquid Ammonia since it was never handled at the MOPT In the past. 

(ii) . Liquid Ammonia is expected to be handled and as such it is necessary to fix 

the rate for the same. M/s. Zuari Industries Limited (ZIL) are in the process of 
Importing Liquid Ammonia through the MOPT. 


(iil). Rates prevailing in other Major Ports for handling the same product have been 
obtained; and, in parity with the wharfage rate for LPG (i.e. Rs.125), it has 
been decided by the Board of Trustees to adopt a provisional rate of Rs.150 
per tonne subject to a review when the proposal for general revision of the 
Scale of Rates will be submitted for approval In 2002. 


2.2, The proposal of the MOPT was circulated to the Goa Chamber of Commerce 

and Industry and M/s. Zuari Industries Limited for comments. 


3.1. The comments received are summarised below: 


Mfr. Zuari lndmtfl9ai.lmtt9(UflU 

(i) . The wharfage charges levied by other Major Ports like the NMPT is Rs.85 per 

MT and it is our plea that the same may be made applicable at the MOPT 
also. 

(ii) . All Minor Ports charge much lower wharfage; and, therefore, it will not be 

competitive with respect to other importer of Ammonia as fertiliser is a 
controlled commodity. 

3.2. The Goa Chamber of Commerce and Industry has not sent any comments. 

4. A joint hearing in this case was held at the MOPT in Goa on 29 January 2002. 

At the Joint hearing, the following submissions were made: 

Mormugao Port Trust (MOPT) 

(i) . We want to introduce new cargoes. There is a cost to our ‘marketing’. We 

want to Introduce a new wharfage for Liquid Ammonia Immediately. 

(ii) Handling of Liquid Ammonia Is at a place close to habitation. It, therefore, 
Involves safety considerations which have cost implications. 

(Hi). No costing details have been given. It is a hazardous cargo like LPG. We 
have gone with reference to Rs.125/-PMT for LPG. 
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(iv) . We had to do a lot of social marketing due to public opposition to handle this 

cargo. We had to provide for extra safety measures. A rate comparable to 
that of LPG has been proposed in this backdrop. 

(v) . We want to attract this cargo. We want to introduce the rate. The Board has 

increased the rate proposed with the argument that, if It Is pitched higher right 
now, it will not be required to be increased at the general revision of tariff in 
March 2002. 

M/e. Zuari Industries Limited /ZIL) 

(i) . In the NMPT, the wharfage charge is Rs.85/- PMT. In all other Ports also the 

wharfage rates for Ammonia are similar. Only here it is proposed to be so 
high. 

(ii) . There is no comparison between LPG and Liquid Ammonia. Do not go with 

reference to Rs.l 25/- for LPG and fix at Rs.l 50/- PMT. ^ 

n 

(iii) . At the time of the general revision, any rationalisation required can be made. 

5. With reference to the totality of information collected during the processing of 

this case, and bearing in mind the arguments advanced at the joint hearing, the following 
position emerges: 


(i) . The MOPT Scale of Rates does not contain a specific wharfage charge for 

Liquid Ammonia. The highest wharfage rate for bulk commodities prescribed 
in the Scale of Rates of the MOPT Is for LPG which is Rs.l 25 PMT. The Initial 
proposal was to levy this same rate on Liquid Ammonia also. The Board of 
Trustees of the MOPT, however, decided to adopt a provisional wharfage 
charge of Rs.l 50/- PMT on Liquid Ammonia, From the records made 
available by the MOPT, one of the factors considered to prescribe the 
proposed wharfage rate on Liquid Ammonia at a level higher than that of LPG 
is the cost saving to importers in transportation. 

(ii) . The MOPT has not furnished any cost analysis justifying the proposed rate. It 

has simply gone by the rate available for LPG and the rates prevalent in other 
ports. 

(iii) . It is to be recognised that Liquid Ammonia is a hazardous cargo and the Port 

has to provide for adequate safety measures for handling It The MOPT has 
also mentioned about public opposition to handle this cargo and Its efforts in 
social marketing to bring this cargo to the MOPT. 

(iv) . The ZIL has objected to the comparison between the LPG and Liquid 

Ammonia. It has, however, not given any reasons why such comparison shall 
not be made. 

(v) . This Authority has clarified in many other cases that the principles of tariff 

setting must be commonly applicable at all the major ports; but, the Individual 
tariff rates need not (and, cannot) be the same across the ports. What is 
relevant for fbdng a tariff is the cost of providing services at the port 
concerned. The issue of benefit accruing to users cannot be a reason to fix or 
revise a tariff item. This observation has already been made by this Authority 
In the context of an MOPT proposal for increasing tariffs citing the benefits 
accrued to the iron ore trade. 

(vi) . Notwithstanding the general position maintained by this Authority as explained 

above, In the instant case, a reference is to be necessarily made to tariffs at 
other ports for three reasons. Firstly, costing details for handling liquid 
ammonia have not been made available by the MOPT. It has in fact 
e^ressed Its inability to furnish costing details for handling one Individual 
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commodity. Secondly, the MOPT has taken Into consideration the wharfage 
rate for LPG as a base for fixing wharfage on liquid ammonia. The position 
obtaining in other ports in this regard requires to be analysed. Lastly, the 
MOPT itself admitted that it has considered the wharfage rates at other major 
ports before prescribing the proposed wharfage rate. 

(vfi). Except in the MBPT, the wharfage rate for liquid ammonia is generally less 
than that for LPG in other ports. It is noteworthy that the wharfage schedules 
at some of the port do not contain a specific entry for liquid ammonia; and, 
hence, It may be classified under ‘other liquid bulk'. A different position 
emerging at the M8PT may be due to the fact that LPG Is handled at 
Jawahardeep whereas liquid chemicals are handled at its Pir Pau jetties. The 
differential at the other porta between the wharfage rates of Liquid Ammonia 
and LPG is In tjid range of 34% (at the NMPT) to 72% (at the TPT). 

(vffl). From the position obtaining in other porta (except the MBPT), it becomes clear 
that there is no justification for prescribing the wharfage rate for liquid 
ammonia at a level higher than (or, even at the same level of) the wharfage 
rate for LPG. Considering the minimum differential of around 75% in the 
wharfage rates liquid ammonia and LPG, the wharfage rate for the former can 
reasonably be fixed around Rs.95/- PMT. 


The existing wharfage schedule of the MOPT prescribes a rate of Rs.99/- per 
MT for all mineral oils / POL products with flash point below 76° F. Though 
liquid ammonia does not fall under this category, it seems reasonable to adopt 
the wharfage rate of Rs.99/- PMT considering the hazardous nature of the 
commodities listed as well as liquid ammonia. 


(ix) . The MOPT has not requested for retrospective approval to the proposed rate. 

Nevertheless, it has adopted the proposed rate of Rs.150/- PMT from 
November 2001 on the strength of a decision taken by Its Board of Trustees. 
Since the rate approved now is less than the adopted rate, the user will be 
entitled to a relief to that extent; and, the MOPT will have to adjust its billing 
done. To facilitate this, this Authority is Inclined to approve the wharfage rate 
on liquid ammonia with retrospective effect from November 2001. 

(x) . The next general revision / review of the Scale of Rates of the MOPT Is due in 

June 2002. The rate fixed for liquid ammonia may be reviewed at the time of 
next general revision / review. While formulating its proposal for next general 
revision / review, It may be reasonable for the MOPT to introduce volume 
discount scheme for handling liquid ammonia in particular and, for all bulk 
cargo in general. 


fL In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective 

application of mind, this Authority approves a wharfage rate of Rs.99/- PMT on liquid 
ammonia with retrospective effect from November 2001. The MOPT is directed to Incorporate 
the wharfage rate of liquid ammonia in its Scale of Rates appropriately. 


S. SATHYAM, Chairman 
[ADVT )J IT V/143/Exty./2001] 
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